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as he says, to maximize the opportunities 
permitted them under the agreement. 

X think that assumption is a question- 
able assumption. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, first of- 
all, I want to thank the Senator for 
yielding me this time. We are talk- 
ing about what is permitted under the 5- 
year agreement. We agreed to parity on 
the ABM's, that each side is to have two 
sites under this agreement, and that is 
what I am talking about, In the interim 
agreement the Soviets are permitted to 
have 50 percent more in numbers of stra- 
tegic. weapons and this is corroborated 
by all witnesses 'we heard. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. 1 understand that, 
but-7— — - 

Mr. JACKSON. And under the interim 
agreement the Soviets are permitted to 
have four times the throw-weight. The 
Senator’s position, as I understand it, is 
that we have to take into consideration 
the bombers and the forward bases. Well, 
let us mention one thing that is brought 
• up constantly— Secretary McNamara 
brought it up several years ago — that we 
have a little over 7,000 warheads in 
Europe. That is a' classic comment. But 
warheads without delivery systems are 
■ not truly strategic weapons. 

■ We have a limited number of airbases 
in- Europe 'capable of delivering atomic 
weapons. The Soviets have over GOO 


is what my amendment is all about. — to 
get the -parity in offensive arms that we 
obtain in connection with the ABM 
treaty. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I can 
only reiterate that the information wo 
obtained from the Defense Department 
was in terms of what they call equivalent 
mega. tonnage, the Soviet Union has about 
the same- as the United States. 

Much has been made — and the Senator 
has done this before in talking about the 
SS-9 s — of the fact that this country 
deliberately made the decision not to 
put our nuclear capacity into these big 
weapons. We chose the smaller weapons. 
I think- it was a wise decision. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, if the 
■Senator will yield, X was involved in that 
decision. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. But the SS-9 has 
become a kind of scare weapon. It fright- 
ens everyone. I am glad that the Senator 
would agree. However, .1 cannot under- 
stand why the Senator makes .so much 
of the SS-9’s, because it is comparable 
to weapons that we could have made but 
we chose not to. We chose instead to 
make a sufficient number of smaller ones. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, for 
what possible purpose would a nation 
deploy a missile with a 25-megaton pay- 
load capability if it was not for some sort 
of eounte rforce? 


KtatewCht. What I said was that cur- 
rently we have superior technology. What 
1 mean is that in the period ahead, while 
we are now ahead technologically, sup- 
pose that- in MIRVing they can move in 
and equal us in a short time. In fact, I 
said that they could test MIRV’s at any 
moment. These arc facts corroborated 
by testimony before the Armed Services 
Committee. . 

Mr. FULBRIGHT, There is no testi- 
mony that they have tested it. I suppose 
that they could if they are foolish enough 
to go through all of these exotic weapons 
systems. I do not believe that they will 
if they have any confidence that we will 
live up to the agreement. 

Mr, JACKSON. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I 
think the whole thing concerns the ques- 
tion of whether we can induce in each 
other some degree of confidence that 'the 
other side means what it says when it 
signs agreements like this, 

Mr. President, I do not wish to take 
time to play the numbers game. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I 
yield myself 3 additional minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas is recognized for 3 
additional minutes. 


IRBM’S and MRBM’s that can hit. every Mr. FULBRIGHT. It may be that they . Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I 
one of those bases — just with missilc-s — were not as wise as we were. We could said the same thing. The Secretary of 
and with a lot of missiles left over. We do have made that decision. Defense came back immediately, almost 

not have a single IRBM or MRBM in I have seen them make 25-ton trucks within hours, and said that we have got 
Europe. years ago which were not efficient at all, to have the new and very sophisticated 

So when we talk about what we have in but it was just to show that they could weapons such as Trident and the B-l. 
the forward areas, I would point out that do it. . and all of the things that we have been 

they, are all covered by Soviet missiles The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time voting on recently, 
pips the Soviet fighter bomber forces in of the Senator has expired. All I think it does is to create a sus- 

ccntral Europe. Of course, here again, Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I picion in the minds of the military lead- 
we are talking about NATO and NATO yield myself 3 additional minutes. ers of Russia and they doubt our sin- 

defenses and we are talking about the The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- ccrity. And now we doubt their sincerity 
Mediterranean. ator from Arkansas is recognized for 3 when they say they are going to do what 

So I want merely to observe that when ^additional minutes. we have already been doing in this Con- 

one gets into the numbers racket with ) Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I {tress. It is the old problem of tit: for tat, 
nuclear weapons, lie can fall into the 1 would not undertake to analyze the pay- and each time we raise the suspicions 
dangerous fallacy of assuming that all chology that causes people to do more that the others will do the same, 
warheads in a stockpile are capable of vigorous things than do other people. Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, will the 

being delivered. . In the testimony we had — not only -Senator yield? 

What- we are really addressing our- from the Defense Department, but also Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, that 
selves to here is the question of having from some of the others — the Defense is, all I object to about it. 
a stable relationship with sitwivable Department thinks that every year is Mr. JACKSON. Ali i am asking is what 
forces on each side. That is what we are about the. right time to scare us in order is wrong with parity so that we have the • 
talking about. I do not follow the basic to get tlicir appropriations. However, the /same number of land-based ICBM’s and 
logic or reasoning on the part of those CIA, Mr. Helms, and others who testified^ sea-based missiles? As the Senator 
who say that we cannot have parity in n °t agree that this is the more efficient knows, under the interim agreement the 
strategic arms with the Soviets. way and that we, should not.be so con- Soviets are permitted 62 Y-class sub- 

That is what I am suggesting, that we corned about their SS-9's when we have marines to our 44— 

be in a, position to stand for and argue more than enough Minutcman’s which Mr. FULBRIGHT. But with respect to 
for parity with the Soviets in SALT aic deliverable and, maj, I say, are more the numbers, as I have el ready said we 

phase II. , accurate. . do 110 ^ c ji sa g rce on them. 

We agreed on parity on the ABM. So Sometimes Americans, including the Mr. JACKSON. What about the Soviet 
all I am saying is that we should settle Senator from Washington, brag about -throw-weight advantage confirmed in 
for parity in offensive arms, too, I re- ol!r superior technology. At other times the interim agreement? 
member Secretaries of Defense coming they have a different view ana they talk Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, on 
before Congress and before the Senate c,bout the Russians outdoing us all the the throw-weights, when they are con- 
for confirmation both Republican and time— that they were widening the gap. centrated, I have not talked about big 
Democratic, all arguing for superiority. Mi\ JACKSON. I never said they had versus small ones. I would prefer more 
Now under the interim agreement, we technological superiority. of the smaller ones, 

found ' ourselves not even settling for Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator said Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, I would 
parity but for subparity. I am willing they were widening the gap. I suppose say to the Senator, we do not have more 
to go along on the interim agreement, he meant that they would take over in of the smaller ones, because when we 

even though it gives them an interim ' superior technology in the next 5 years, agree on the interim agreement we 

advantage in numbers and throw- I do not know why the Senator would have fewer delivery systems. All I am 
weight, provided it is our declared pur- say that. saying is what is wrong with an agree- 

pose in SALT phase II talks, to get- parity Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, let us ment which would give us parity? 
in the offensive strategic arms area. That be accurate. I made it very clear in my Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator is as- 
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